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Application No. 

09/976,082 



Applicant(rf^ 

KAO, CHUNG-E 



Examiner Art Unit 

Steven H VerSteeg 1753 

Th MAILING DATE of this communication appears on th cover sheet with the correspondence address . 

T?5i5fro'-J^ ^h'-^^ June 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

PERIOD FOR REPI Y [check either a) or b)] 
a) □ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

I^o "'^ ^ '"'"'"^ ''"'^ °^ ''^'^ ^''"'""^ °^ (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later In no 

oM?v r ucXI^'^ l.''n^v'"*°'y ^"'^ ^"^"^ ^'^^ SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the fina reject on 

?06 07^ ^"^^ ^"^^ ^'^^^ ^^^^^ ''"■^^ ^'^^'^ ^° MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

h=w» h'^^"n°H^- °I.I'"!f I"? ''^ 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

S^rpri i^^l '.'^IVh,''"''' "'^ "^^ corresponding amount of the fee. The appropnKenSon"^ under 

Z ^hL ,1 ihi^l H A ^T' "''^ °' P^""" ^^P'y Originally set in the final Office action or (2)Ts s^forth in 

SSateS^^t^ju's"^^^^^^^ 

! .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.13 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) lEI they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifvina the 

issues for appeal; and/or f j n 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 

3. n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4. n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. |g| The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or c)|g| request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation shRt^t 

6. n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7.13 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)ia will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim (s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 1.3-5 and 7-15 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8.13 The proposed drawing correction filed on 09 June 2003 is a)^ approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 
9.n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 

Std^en H VerSteeg 
Primary Examiner 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Art Unit: 1753 
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Part of Paper No. 6 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) 
009/976,082 



Appli ation No. 



Continuation of 2, NOTE: If claim 3 depends fronn claim 1, there is an antecedent basis problem regarding "said slanted shoulder 
portion". 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: it is directed to the situation where the 
amendment is entered. As the amendment has not been entered, the request is moot. 

Continuation of 10. Other: The proposed drawing change overcomes all drawing objections. When the lifter body of Banholzer is 
coated with aluminum (as would be obvious based upon the teaching of Lament, Jr. and has not been disputed by Applicant), 
Banholzer's lifter body would be "fabricated" of aluminum and hence, have a rigidity of at least that of aluminum.. 
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